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TRACKING CHANGES RELATED TO A
COLLECTION OF DOCUMENTS

CROSS-REFERENCE TO RELATED
APPLICATIONS

Background

1. Technical Field

The present invention relates to monitoring a collection or
case of documents to determine provenance of the collection.

2. Discussion of the Related Art

In the realm of electronic documents, a case can include
collection of electronic documents, which can be contained
within an electronic folder. The documents can be a wide
variety of types of files and content, including text files (e.g.,
word processing documents), PDF files, video or other image
files (e.g., JPEG, MPEG, etc.), PPT files, etc. Because cases
can include a complex set of collections of files, some of the
rules of a typical record cannot be applied to the collection.
For cases, depending upon implementation, there is the pos-
sibility that additional documents may be added after the case
has been declared as a record, e.g., where no information or
documents were removed or changed, but additional docu-
ments may have been added. In such scenarios, the content of
the case is now different than before it was declared as a
record. This makes it hard to determine to what extent the
collection of documents may have changed since being
declared as a record.

BRIEF SUMMARY

Accordingly, embodiments of the present invention
include a method, a computer program product and a system
for tracking changes relating to a collection of documents. In
accordance with the embodiments of the invention, content
information is generated for the collection of documents
identifying initial content within the collection of documents
and assigning an indicator a value indicating absence of
changes to the collection of documents. When a change to the
collection of documents is detected, the value of the indicator
is adjusted in accordance with the detected change to indicate
anamount of the initial content within the modified collection
of documents.

The above and still further features and advantages of
embodiments of the present invention will become apparent
upon consideration of the following detailed description
thereof, particularly when taken in conjunction with the
accompanying drawings wherein like reference numerals in
the various figures are utilized to designate like components.

BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF THE SEVERAL
VIEWS OF THE DRAWINGS

FIG. 1 is a diagrammatic illustration of an example com-
puting environment for use with an embodiment of the
present invention.

FIG. 2 provides a flowchart depicting an example method
of tracking changes in a collection of documents in accor-
dance with the present invention.

FIGS. 3 and 4 are diagrammatic illustrations of examples
showing modification to a collection of documents and cor-
responding changes to an indicator associated with the col-
lection.

DETAILED DESCRIPTION

In accordance with embodiments of the present invention,
a method, system and computer program product provide
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tracking of changes in a collection of documents by associ-
ating an indicator with the collection of documents and modi-
fying the indicator based upon changes (e.g., addition and/or
removal) of such documents and/or content associated with
the collection. The indicator associated with the collection
provides an indication, e.g., a provenance value, of how much
of'the collection is original from a particular origin or starting
point (e.g., from the point at which a case of documents has
been designated as a record). For example, if there has been
no change to the collection of documents for its origin or
starting point, the indicator or provenance value can be
assigned a score of 100. Any change to the collection of
documents (e.g., documents and/or content of the documents
added to or removed from the collection) since the origin will
result in a corresponding change in the indicator or prov-
enance value (e.g., a decrease in the value from 100). Thus,
the indicator or provenance value provides an indication at
any given time of how much or to what degree the collection
of documents has changed since its origin. In addition,
another indicator, e.g., alineage value, can also be provided to
indicate how much or to what degree the lineage (i.e., author-
ship) has changed in one or more documents within the col-
lection since the origin of the collection.

An example embodiment of the present invention is now
described with reference to the block diagram of FIG. 1. A
system comprises a case management server 10 that is con-
nected with a content database 20 to facilitate access by users
(e.g., database system administrators or managers, employ-
ees, clients, etc.) to collections of documents stored as records
within a record module 30 located within the database 20. The
database 20 further includes a document module 40 that
stores documents and related metadata and/or other informa-
tion associated with such documents. The documents can be
of any suitable types including, without limitation, word pro-
cessing/text documents (e.g., DOC files), audio/video and/or
other types of image documents (e.g., JPEG files, TIFF files,
MPEG files, WAV files, MP3 files, etc.), spreadsheet docu-
ments (e.g., XLS files), multimedia documents (e.g., PPT
files), and any other types or formats of electronic documents
(e.g., XML files, TXT files, etc.). Documents pertaining to a
case can be combined into a collection, where the collection
can be declared as a record.

In an example embodiment, the server 10 facilitates opera-
tions within the database 20. For example, responsive to a
user request, the case management server 10 can retrieve
electronic documents individually or a collection of docu-
ments stored as a record, including metadata associated with
the documents. The metadata includes any suitable types of
information relevant to the documents including, without
limitation, originator (i.e., original author) of the document,
changes made to a document (including author of the changes
and date changes have been made), size of the document, title
of the document, etc. A user may make changes to one or
more documents of a record and/or add or remove documents
from a record. When changes are made to the document,
corresponding changes to the metadata associated with the
document (e.g., date of change, author making change, etc.)
are also made. In addition, if the document is in a collection
declared as a record, the changes are noted in a manifest of the
record as described herein.

The server 10 can communicate with a user via any suitable
connection including, without limitation, via cloud comput-
ing, via network computing in which the server 10 is opera-
tively coupled to one or more other servers or other devices,
and/or other devices via any suitable type of carrier wave or
signal for transfer of data from one source to another utilizing
a suitable communication medium (e.g., bulletin board, net-
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work, LAN, WAN, Intranet, Internet, etc.). In addition, the
server 10 can be integrated with the database 20 as a single
device or, alternatively, the server 10 and database 20 can be
separate devices that communicate with each other via any
suitable connection such as the types of connections between
the server 10 and users.

Any suitable computer systems implemented by any type
of processor or other hardware and/or other processing cir-
cuitry can be configured to provide the server, database and
record and document modules. That is, the server, database
and modules may be implemented by any quantity of conven-
tional or other computer systems or devices (e.g., computer
terminals, personal computers of all configurations, includ-
ing tablet, laptop, etc.), cellular telephones, personal data
assistants, etc., and may include any available operating sys-
tem and/or any available or custom software (e.g., browser
software, communications software, word processing soft-
ware, etc.). These systems may further include types of dis-
plays and input devices (e.g., keyboard, mouse, voice recog-
nition, etc.) to enter and/or view information. As previously
noted, the server and database can be separate devices or
integrated as a single device.

An example method for tracking changes to collections of
documents utilizing the system of FIG. 1 is now described
with reference to the flow chart of FIG. 2 and also the dia-
grams depicted in FIGS. 3 and 4. As previously noted, the
database includes a plurality of documents in the document
module 40, some of which may be associated or related as a
collection or case of documents (e.g., documents stored in an
electronic folder). When a decision is made to declare a
collection of documents as a record (step 50), a record is
generated that includes formation of a manifest (step 55). The
manifest includes a case provenance value and a lineage value
as described in further detail herein. As schematically
depicted in FIG. 3, a collection or case 100 of documents,
including metadata associated with such documents and any
sub-collections or sub-cases of documents, is used to generate
a record 102.

The record 102 includes the listing of the same documents
from the case 100 and a manifest, including case provenance
indication and lineage indication values. The record need not
include copies of the documents but instead a pointer or some
other suitable reference to the documents and associated
metadata associated with such documents as stored by the
document module 40. However, an original version of each of
the original documents of the collection, including original
metadata content associated with the original documents, is
stored (e.g., in the document module 40 or in some other
suitable location of the database 20). This is because an origi-
nal version of each of the documents, including their associ-
ated metadata, for the case needs to be stored for each record
in order to determine changes in provenance and lineage
associated with each record as content within each record is
modified. The manifest of the record can store references
(e.g., pointers) to the original documents and metadata asso-
ciated with such original documents for purposes of deter-
mining changes in provenance and lineage indication values
as content within the record changes. The manifest can also
include references (e.g., pointers) to changed or modified
versions of the documents and associated modified metadata
for purposes of determining provenance and lineage values.

The case provenance and lineage values are originally set
at initial values that indicate that case content and authorship
of such content in the record 102 has not changed and is the
same as the original content. For example, a case provenance
value can initially be set at 100, representing a percentage
value (i.e., 100%) of the content currently in the record 102
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that is the same as the content originally used to generate the
record 102. A lineage value can also be set to a value of 100,
representing an indication of original authorship of docu-
ments at the time the record is declared. However, any other
suitable provenance indication can be utilized to indicate to
what extent content in the record has changed in relation to
the original content provided within and authorship associ-
ated with documents of the record.

The server 10 provides access to the database 20 to users
for accessing records within the record module 30 (step 60).
When a user obtains access to a record 102 from the record
module 30, the user may choose to add or remove a document
from the record 102. The user may also change elements of
one or more documents (e.g., changes made by the user to
content within one or more documents and/or metadata asso-
ciated with one or more documents) within a record. The
server 10 monitors any changes to the record 102 made by a
user (step 65) and compares such changes with the original
version of the documents based upon the reference that is
stored in the manifest (e.g., pointing to the location of the
original version of the documents and associated metadata,
which can be stored in some suitable location of the database
20).

When a user makes a change to the record 102, the server
10 updates the provenance and/or lineage value associated
with the record (step 70). The server 10 can also record such
changes and save the changes with the record (e.g., in the
manifest or in any other suitable location of the record module
30). A suitable algorithm can be implemented to correlate any
one or more changes within the record 102 with a correspond-
ing provenance or lineage value. For example, in a scenario in
which a provenance value of 100 indicates no changes from
the original content associated with the generated record, any
changes to content within the record will result in a lower
provenance value, where the greater amount of changes to
content will result in a greater deviation from the original
provenance value (or provenance value indicating no changes
to content within the record). So, for example, when a record
is changed by inserting 2 additional documents into the
record, such changes will result in a provenance value that
deviates a greater amount from the original provenance value
in relation to the provenance value that would be generated if
instead the record is changed by the insertion of a single
document into the record. In a similar manner, when a change
in authorship occurs (e.g., arevision is made to a document by
someone other than the original author) to a document within
the record, a change in lineage value is indicated by modify-
ing the lineage value so as to deviate from the original lineage
value. For example, if the original lineage value is 100, the
modified lineage value would decrease by a suitable amount
in accordance with an algorithm that determines lineage
based upon what percentage of the record content (e.g., what
percentage of documents within the record) has changed in
authorship in relation to the original authorship associated
with such content.

In addition, the algorithm to determine a provenance value
of the record content can weight certain types of changes
differently. For example, depending upon a particular sce-
nario, a change resulting from the addition or deletion of a
document from a record may be assigned a greater weight
than a change made to an existing document in the record
and/or a change made to metadata associated with the existing
document. The algorithm to determine a lineage value of the
record can also weight changes differently and independently
of'the provenance value. For example, while a new document
added to a record would change the provenance value for the
record (since content has changed), the lineage value may
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stay the same, since the addition of a new document may not
translate to a change in authorship of documents (since the
added document would have an original author assigned to it).

An example showing a change in a record 102 is shown in
FIG. 4. The original version of the record 102 includes a
manifest and a provenance value of 100 (which indicates no
change from the original version of the record). The lineage
value of the manifest also has a value of 100 assigned to it.
When a user decides to add another document to the record,
an updated or modified record 102' results, with a reference to
the new document added as part of the record. A reference to
the metadata associated with the new document is also added
as part of the record, and a modified provenance value is
determined based upon the change. In this example, the prov-
enance value has been modified to 90 (e.g., indicating a 10%
deviation or change from the original version of the record).
The change can also be recorded for the record. For example,
the manifest maintains a reference to the original record con-
tent (original documents and original metadata associated
with such documents stored within a suitable location of the
database 20) and also a reference to the storage location
associated with record changes. The changes recorded for this
scenario may note the addition of the new document, with
metadata indicating the author/user adding the document, the
date the document was added and/or any other relevant infor-
mation associated with the change that may be desired or
useful for recording with the record. In this example, the
lineage value has not changed, since there was no change in
authorship to content originally added to the record (i.e.,
while a new document was added to the record, the metadata
associated with the new document includes information
about the author which is designated as the original author).

In another example in which a document has been revised,
the recorded changes can include the changes made in the
document (e.g., any suitable mechanism to show how a docu-
ment has been changed from its original version, with refer-
ence to such changes being accessible via the manifest, such
as a “track changes” version of a DOC document where the
“track changes” show edits in the document) as well as cor-
responding metadata associated with such changes (e.g.,
author/user making the changes to the document, date
changes were made, etc.). Ina still further example, a user can
make changes to metadata associated with one or more docu-
ments (e.g., a change in the metadata title or filename, a
change in author name, etc. associated with a document).
These changes are also recorded. The changes in elements
such as changes to a document and/or changes in metadata
associated with a document, may be weighted differently in
relation to changes due to addition or removal of a document
from the record, such that the provenance value does not
change to as great a degree for changes to elements within the
record without the addition or removal of a document.

In addition, different versions of changes to one or more
documents of a record, including metadata associated with
such changes, can be stored in a suitable location of the
database 20 which is accessible via reference information
stored by the manifest of the record. The different versions of
content, as well as various possible changes in authorship
(e.g., multiple changes to a document within a record made by
two or more different users), can be utilized by one or more
suitable algorithms to calculate a provenance and/or lineage
value that reflects such changes. For example, a document
that is modified a second time may result in a further deviation
of the provenance value of a record from its original value
(e.g., an original provenance value of 100 may be reduced to
97 after a first modification to content of a single document of
the record, and a reduction to 95 after a second modification
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to the content of the same document). In addition, the lineage
value may also be further modified if such changes were made
by multiple authors (e.g., an original lineage value of 100 may
be reduced to 95 after modification of a document of the
record by a user/author other than the original author, with a
further reduction of the lineage value to 90 with further modi-
fication to the same record by a second user/author other than
the original author).

The method implemented by the server 10 facilitates
allowing users to continue to make content changes to records
(e.g., by adding or removing one or more documents from a
record and/or changing elements for documents within the
record), where such changes result in a change in the prov-
enance value and/or lineage value associated with each record
being changed. As a further feature, the case management
server 10 can further monitor the provenance and lineage
values for each record and, if at least one of the provenance
value and the lineage value deviates beyond a desired amount
from the original value (e.g., a deviation of provenance value
orlineage value from 100 to a value of 50 or lower), the server
10 can provide an alert or other notification (e.g., to a database
system administrator or manager) indicating changes to a
particular record have exceeded an acceptable level based
upon the provenance/lineage value dropping below or falling
outside of a threshold level. In particular, the server 10 can
provide a notification when a difference between a current
indicator value and the indicator value indicating absence of
changes to the collection of documents exceeds a threshold
value. In addition, the server 10 can further be configured to
prevent further modification to any record in which a prov-
enance value or a lineage value has dropped below a threshold
level.

The server 10 can further provide an indication to selected
users of the provenance value and/or lineage value at any
given time (e.g., by user request). In addition, specific
changes to the documents and/or other elements of a record
can be made accessible by the server 10 to selected users. This
provides a user with information regarding how significantly
a particular record had been modified since it was created as
well as the types of modifications made to the record.

Thus, the embodiments of the present invention facilitate
the ability to track and monitor changes made to a record
including a collection of documents. This provides a user of
the system with the ability to determine a number of pieces of
information associated with changes made to the object dur-
ing a select time period, such as the degree of originality of the
record content based upon the provenance value, the lineage
value and the types of changes made (e.g., how many docu-
ments have been added or removed from the record, what
specific changes may have been made to certain documents
and/or metadata associated with the documents, how many
different authors/users have been involved with addition/re-
moval/element changes for documents of a record, dates in
which changes to a record have been made, etc.). In addition,
a history of provenance and/or lineage changes for a particu-
lar record may be tracked to allow a user to determine how
often changes have been made and timeframes associated
with such changes. For example, a provenance or lineage
history may be provided by the system to a user that indicates
types and dates of changes associated with a record, indicat-
ing many changes occurred within a selected time period
(e.g., a month or two) from the date of origin of the record,
whereas the number of changes have been minimized after
such selected time period. The tracking and monitoring of
changes to records in this manner facilitates a greater under-
standing of how a record may change and the users respon-
sible for such changes during database operations.
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As will be appreciated by one skilled in the art, aspects of
the present invention may be embodied as a system, method
or computer program product. Accordingly, aspects of the
present invention may take the form of an entirely hardware
embodiment, an entirely software embodiment (including
firmware, resident software, micro-code, etc.) or an embodi-
ment combining software and hardware aspects that may all
generally be referred to herein as a “circuit,” “module” or
“system.” Furthermore, aspects of the present invention may
take the form of a computer program product embodied in one
or more computer readable medium(s) having computer read-
able program code embodied thereon.

Any combination of one or more computer readable medi-
um(s) may be utilized. The computer readable medium may
be a computer readable signal medium or a computer read-
able storage medium. A computer readable storage medium
may be, for example, but not limited to, an electronic, mag-
netic, optical, electromagnetic, infrared, or semiconductor
system, apparatus, or device, or any suitable combination of
the foregoing. More specific examples (a non-exhaustive list)
of the computer readable storage medium would include the
following: an electrical connection having one or more wires,
a portable computer diskette, a hard disk, a random access
memory (RAM), a read-only memory (ROM), an erasable
programmable read-only memory (EPROM or Flash
memory), an optical fiber, a portable compact disc read-only
memory (CD-ROM), an optical storage device, a magnetic
storage device, or any suitable combination of the foregoing.
In the context of this document, a computer readable storage
medium may be any tangible medium that can contain, or
store a program for use by or in connection with an instruction
execution system, apparatus, or device.

A computer readable signal medium may include a propa-
gated data signal with computer readable program code
embodied therein, for example, in baseband or as part of a
carrier wave. Such a propagated signal may take any of a
variety of forms, including, but not limited to, electro-mag-
netic, optical, or any suitable combination thereof. A com-
puter readable signal medium may be any computer readable
medium that is not a computer readable storage medium and
that can communicate, propagate, or transport a program for
use by or in connection with an instruction execution system,
apparatus, or device.

Program code embodied on a computer readable medium
may be transmitted using any appropriate medium, including
but not limited to wireless, wireline, optical fiber cable, RF,
etc., or any suitable combination of the foregoing.

Computer program code for carrying out operations for
aspects of the present invention may be written in any com-
bination of one or more programming languages, including
an object oriented programming language such as Java, Perl,
Smalltalk, C++ or the like and conventional procedural pro-
gramming languages, such as the “C” programming language
or similar programming languages. The program code may
execute entirely on the user’s computer, partly on the user’s
computer, as a stand-alone software package, partly on the
user’s computer and partly on a remote computer or entirely
on the remote computer or server. In the latter scenario, the
remote computer may be connected to the user’s computer
through any type of network, including a local area network
(LAN) or a wide area network (WAN), or the connection may
be made to an external computer (for example, through the
Internet using an Internet Service Provider).

Aspects of the present invention are described with refer-
ence to flowchart illustrations and/or block diagrams of meth-
ods, apparatus (systems) and computer program products
according to embodiments of the invention. It will be under-
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stood that each block of the flowchart illustrations and/or
block diagrams, and combinations of blocks in the flowchart
illustrations and/or block diagrams, can be implemented by
computer program instructions. These computer program
instructions may be provided to a processor of a general
purpose computer, special purpose computer, or other pro-
grammable data processing apparatus to produce a machine,
such that the instructions, which execute via the processor of
the computer or other programmable data processing appa-
ratus, create means for implementing the functions/acts
specified in the flowchart and/or block diagram block or
blocks.

These computer program instructions may also be stored in
a computer readable medium that can direct a computer, other
programmable data processing apparatus, or other devices to
function in a particular manner, such that the instructions
stored in the computer readable medium produce an article of
manufacture including instructions which implement the
function/act specified in the flowchart and/or block diagram
block or blocks.

The computer program instructions may also be loaded
onto a computer, other programmable data processing appa-
ratus, or other devices to cause a series of operational steps to
be performed on the computer, other programmable appara-
tus or other devices to produce a computer implemented
process such that the instructions which execute on the com-
puter or other programmable apparatus provide processes for
implementing the functions/acts specified in the flowchart
and/or block diagram block or blocks.

The flowchart and block diagrams in the figures illustrate
the architecture, functionality, and operation of possible
implementations of systems, methods and computer program
products according to various embodiments of the present
invention. In this regard, each block in the flowchart or block
diagrams may represent a module, segment, or portion of
code, which comprises one or more executable instructions
for implementing the specified logical function(s). It should
also be noted that, in some alternative implementations, the
functions noted in the block may occur out of the order noted
in the figures. For example, two blocks shown in succession
may, in fact, be executed substantially concurrently, or the
blocks may sometimes be executed in the reverse order,
depending upon the functionality involved. It will also be
noted that each block of the block diagrams and/or flowchart
illustration, and combinations of blocks in the block diagrams
and/or flowchart illustration, can be implemented by special
purpose hardware-based systems that perform the specified
functions or acts, or combinations of special purpose hard-
ware and computer instructions.

The terminology used herein is for the purpose of describ-
ing particular embodiments only and is not intended to be
limiting of the invention. As used herein, the singular forms
“a”, “an” and “the” are intended to include the plural forms as
well, unless the context clearly indicates otherwise. It will be
further understood that the terms “comprises” and/or “com-
prising,” when used in this specification, specify the presence
of stated features, integers, steps, operations, elements, and/
or components, but do not preclude the presence or addition
of one or more other features, integers, steps, operations,
elements, components, and/or groups thereof.

The corresponding structures, materials, acts, and equiva-
lents of all means or step plus function elements in the claims
below are intended to include any structure, material, or act
for performing the function in combination with other
claimed elements as specifically claimed. The description of
the present invention has been presented for purposes of
illustration and description, but is not intended to be exhaus-
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tive or limited to the invention in the form disclosed. Many
modifications and variations will be apparent to those of
ordinary skill in the art without departing from the scope and
spirit of the invention. The embodiment was chosen and
described in order to best explain the principles of the inven-
tion and the practical application, and to enable others of
ordinary skill in the art to understand the invention for various
embodiments with various modifications as are suited to the
particular use contemplated.

What is claimed is:

1. A computer-implemented method comprising:

generating content information for a collection of docu-

ments and assigning an indicator a value indicating
absence of changes to the collection of documents;
utilizing the generated content information, detecting a
change to the collection of documents that results in a
modified collection of documents and adjusting the
value of the indicator in accordance with an amount of
change to a plurality of documents within the modified
collection of documents;
assigning a lineage indicator value indicating a detected
change in authorship to one or more documents associ-
ated with the modified collection of documents; and

providing a notification when a difference between a cur-
rent indicator value and the indicator value indicating
absence of changes to the collection of documents
exceeds a threshold value.

2. The method of claim 1, wherein the change to the col-
lection of documents includes addition of a document.

3. The method of claim 1, wherein the change to the col-
lection of documents includes removal of a document.

4. The method of claim 1, wherein the collection of docu-
ments includes one or more elements, and the change to the
collection of documents includes a change to the elements.

5. The method of claim 4, wherein the change to the ele-
ments comprises a change made to at least one document
within the collection.

6. The method of claim 4, wherein the change to the ele-
ments comprises a change to metadata associated with at least
one document within the collection.

7. The method of claim 1, wherein detecting the change to
the collection of documents and adjusting the value of the
indicator in accordance with the detected change comprises:

detecting a plurality of types of changes associated with

one or more documents in the collection of documents;
weighting the types of changes; and

adjusting the value of the indicator based upon the weight-

ing of the types of changes.

8. A system comprising:

a database to store documents and records comprising col-

lections of documents; and

a server to access the database, the server comprising a

processor configured with logic to:

generate content information for a collection of docu-
ments and assign an indicator a value indicating
absence of changes to the collection of documents;

utilize the generated content information, detect a
change to the collection of documents that results in a
modified collection of documents and adjusting the
value of the indicator in accordance with an amount of
change to a plurality of documents within the modi-
fied collection of documents;

assign a lineage indicator value indicating a detected
change in authorship to one or more documents asso-
ciated with the modified collection of documents; and

10

20

40

45

50

55

10

provide a notification when a difference between a cur-
rent indicator value and the indicator value indicating
absence of changes to the collection of documents
exceeds a threshold value.

9. The system of claim 8, wherein the change to the col-
lection of documents includes addition of a document.

10. The system of claim 8, wherein the change to the
collection of documents includes removal of a document.

11. The system of claim 8, wherein the collection of docu-
ments includes one or more elements, and the change to the
collection of documents includes a change to the elements.

12. The system of claim 11, wherein the change to the
elements comprises a change made to at least one document
within the collection.

13. The system of claim 11, wherein the change to the
elements comprises a change to metadata associated with at
least one document within the collection.

14. The system of claim 8, wherein the processor is further
configured with logic to detect the change to the collection of
documents and adjust the value of the indicator in accordance
with the detected change by:

detecting a plurality of types of changes associated with
one or more documents in the collection of documents;

weighting the types of changes; and
adjusting the value of the indicator based upon the weight-
ing of the types of changes.
15. A computer program product comprising:
a non-transitory computer readable storage medium hav-
ing computer readable program code embodied there-
with, the computer readable program code configured
to:
generate content information for a collection of docu-
ments and assign an indicator a value indicating
absence of changes to the collection of documents;

utilize the generated content information, detect a
change to the collection of documents that results in a
modified collection of documents and adjusting the
value of the indicator in accordance with an amount of
change to a plurality of documents within the modi-
fied collection of documents;

assign a lineage indicator value indicating a detected
change in authorship to one or more documents asso-
ciated with the modified collection of documents; and

provide a notification when a difference between a cur-
rent indicator value and the indicator value indicating
absence of changes to the collection of documents
exceeds a threshold value.

16. The computer program product of claim 15, wherein
the change to the collection of documents includes addition of
a document.

17. The computer program product of claim 15, wherein
the change to the collection of documents includes removal of
a document.

18. The computer program product of claim 15, wherein
the collection of documents includes one or more elements,
and the change to the collection of documents includes a
change to the elements.

19. The computer program product of claim 18, wherein
the change to the elements comprises a change made to at
least one document within the collection.

20. The computer program product of claim 18, wherein
the change to the elements comprises a change to metadata
associated with at least one document within the collection.

21. The computer program product of claim 15, wherein
the computer readable program code is configured to detect
the change to the collection of documents and adjust the value
of the indicator in accordance with the detected change by:
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detecting a plurality of types of changes associated with
one or more documents in the collection of documents;

weighting the types of changes; and

adjusting the value of the indicator based upon the weight-
ing of the types of changes. 5
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